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1. O  mankind! Lo! We have created you male and female 
and have made you nation and tribes that ye may know 
one another. Lo!  the noblest of you, in the sight of 
Allah, is the best in conduct. Lo! Allah is  Forgiving   
( Al Quran :  Al Hujurat/Private Apartments :13 ) 
2. Negara mawa tata, desa mawa cara,   
Dimana bumi dipijak, disitu langit dijunjung   
Other times/countries, other manners/customs 
 
3. Without knowing the force of words, it is impossible to know the men  
( Confucius )            
 
4. In ahsantum li anfusikum, wa in asa’tum falaha 
     If  you do good, you do good for your own souls, and  
     If you do evil, it is for you [ in like manner ] 
     ( Al Quran : Bani Israil/Children of Israel 3 ) 
 
    Amemangun karyenak tyasing sasama 
5. Sapa tekun golek teken bakal tekan 
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Sri Kuncoro DSM.  Refusals to Invitations Performed by Javanese College 
Learners of  EFL in Surakarta. Thesis. English Department of Graduate Program 
of Muhammadiyah University of  Surakarta, 2011. 
 
This is a case study of  pragmatic which investigates  the types of refusal 
to invitations and their semantic formulas, and the ways of the Javanese college 
learners of  EFL perform the refusal types and their semantic formulas.   For this 
study, 60 Javanese college learners of EFL (30 male and 30 females)  are asked to 
respond in English for ten various situations of invitations in which they carry out 
the speech act of refusal.        
 The data, collected from Discourse Completion Task (DCT), are analyzed 
in terms of refusal types, semantic formulas, and the ways of the refusal types and 
semantic formulas performed by the respondents.  The analyzed data basically 
uses the taxonomy of refusals by Beebe,et.al. (1990), but in this current study the 
writer uses the modification of taxonomy of refusals from Yamagashira (2001), 
Wannaruk (2005), and Al Eryani (2007) are chosen. The result of investigation is 
600 responses of refusal to invitations.  Then, the English performance of the male 
and female respondents is compared  to know the differences and similarities in 
refusals to invitations.        
 The difference of performing the refusal utterances between the male and 
the females particularly happen in the frequency of using the refusal utterance not 
in the forms of refusal utterance,  and generally the difference is not significant. 
The slight difference also happens in the ways of using the refusal utterances to 
invitations. These facts affirm that language used by the males and the female are 
different.          
 The refusal utterances to invitations performed by the male and female 
respondents in the current study are also compared to the refusal utterances to 
invitations used by  American native speakers in the previous studies of Wannaruk 
(2005) and  Al Eryani (2007). From those comparisons between the respondents 
as non native speakers, and the Americans as native speakers can be revealed that 
the cultural issues or values underlie the differences, and it causes a pragmatic 
transfer.           
 The findings advocate implications for EFL teaching methodology, 
including material and curriculum development, it also confirms that language and 
culture is inseparable. Furthermore, this study is helpful to understand speech acts 
and or oral communication across culture.  
Key words :  interlanguage pragmatics, speech acts, refusals, semantic formulas,  
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